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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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Status 

Responsive to communication(s) filed on 06/29/ . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)£3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) ^ Claim(s) 1-66 is/are pending in the application. 
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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 1-66 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) IEI The drawing(s) filed on 29 June 2001 is/are: a)[X] accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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Detailed Action 

This action is in response to the application filed on 6/29/2001. 

Priority 

No claim for priority has been made in this application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 3, 4 & 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

In particular claim 3 is indefinite stating: 

Determining whether the potential transaction is an emergency transaction 
Approving if yes 

It is unclear to the examiner and one of ordinary skill in the art what is claim by this 
description, what is "emergency" 

For the purposes of this review the examiner will interpret claim 3 to be 

Determining whether the potential transaction from a merchant selling food 
Approving if yes 

In particular claim 4 is indefinite stating: 

Approving the potential transaction if causes inconvenience 

It is unclear to the examiner and one of ordinary skill in the art what is claim by this 
description, what defined by "inconvenience" 
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For the purposes of this review the examiner will interpret claim 4 to be 
In particular claim 7 is indefinite stating: 

Determining whether the product is associated with at least one of consumers emergency 
and a consumer necessity and 

Allocating a low credit risk to the product when the product is determined to be 
associated with at least one of consumer emergency and consumer necessity. 

It is unclear to the examiner and one of ordinary skill in the art what is claim by this 
description, what defined by "inconvenience" 

For the purposes of this review the examiner will interpret claim 7 to be 

Approving the potential transaction if under a certain dollar amount 
Determining whether the product is associated with food 

Allocating a low credit risk to the product when the product is determined to be 
associated with food 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-66 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Demoff et al. 
(U.S. Patent 6,456,984 Bl) in view of Official Notice 
Re claim 1: Demoff discloses: 
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A method managing financial transactions (with transactions that exceed credit limits), 
comprising (see Demoff, Abstract): 
Comparing 

Approving the transaction based on comparison (see Demoff, Figure 8, Item 302) 
Although Demoff does not include determining merchant type, the examiner claim 
official notice credit fraud shut-off business practice. In particular credit card companies have 
internal business practices that monitors a number of variables and if any of these are meet they 
employ their "credit fraud shut-off business practice." The monitoring includes but is not limited 
to: usage at a particular merchant, usage at a particular type of merchant (such as on-line) 
excessive usage in a time period, usage in different location. While monitoring these variables if 
the credit card companies suspect fraudulent behavior they will shut off the credit card 
immediately. The credit card user will then need to contact the credit card company and verify 
the transactions before the credit card is reactivated. This situation has personally happen to this 
examiner a number of time due to a credit card being used at a particular merchant or a large 
amount of items being purchased at one time. 

Although the application is talking about extending additional "temporary credit" and not 
shutting off a credit card, it is clear that the same business practice could be employed to extend 
additional temporary credit. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to add determining merchant type as taught in Official 
Notice to Demoff. 

It is clear that one would be motivated to following existing business practices for all 
processes. 
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Re claim 2: Demoff discloses: 

Determining whether to contact party (see Demoff, column 3, line 35 "request is sent") 
Re claim 3: Official Notice discloses: 

Determining whether the potential transaction from a merchant selling food 
Approving if yes (see Official Notice, (i credit fraud shut-off business practice") 
Re claim 4: Official Notice discloses: 

Approving the potential transaction if under a certain dollar amount (see Official Notice, 
(< credit fraud shut-off business practice") 
Re claim 5: Demoff discloses: 

Allowing credit analysis to determine approval when available (see Demoff Figure 8, 
Item 302) 

Re claim 6: Demoff discloses: 

Determining a type of product associated with the transaction (see Demoff Column 7, 

line 13) 

Determining a credit risk (see Demoff, Figure 8, hem 302) 

Comparing the product credit risk with threshold value (see Demo/f Figure 8 t Item 302) 
Approving the transaction based on comparison (see Demoff Figure 8, Item 302) 
Re claim 7: Official Notice discloses: 

Approving the potential transaction if under a certain dollar amount (see Official Notice, 
"credit fraud shut-off business practice ") 

Determining whether the product is associated with food (see Official Notice, "credit 
fraud shut-off business practice ") 
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Allocating a low credit risk to the product when the product is determined to be 
associated with food (see Official Notice, "credit fraud shut-off business practice ") 
Re claim 8: Official Notice discloses: 

Determining a low merchant credit risk for merchant types corresponding to at least one 
of a restaurant, a grocery store and a fuel dispenser (see Official Notice, "credit fraud shut-off 
business practice ") 

Re claim 9: Official Notice discloses: 

Determining a low merchant credit risk for merchant types corresponding to merchants 
associated with a historically low occurrence of fraud (see Official Notice, "credit fraud shut-off 
business practice ") 

Re claim 10: Official Notice discloses: 

Determining a low merchant credit risk for merchant types corresponding to merchants 
offering products deemed to be food and gasoline (see Official Notice, "credit fraud shut-off 
business practice ") 

Re claim 11: Official Notice discloses: 

Determining a high merchant credit risk for merchant types corresponding to at least one 
of mail order merchants, telephone order merchants, and Internet order merchants, (see Official 
Notice, "credit fraud shut-off business practice ") 

Re claim 12: Official Notice discloses: 

Determining a high merchant credit risk for merchant types corresponding to merchants 
associated with a historically high occurrence of fraud, (see Official Notice, "credit fraud shut- 
off business practice ") 
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Re claim 13: Demoff discloses: 

Increasing credit limit by the amount equal to the transaction (see Demoff, Column 7, 
line 16) 

Re claim 14: Official Notice discloses: 

Credit limit is known to hold of financial account (the examiner claim Official Notice it is 
well known to one of ordinary skill in art at the time of the invention that "most customer know 
their credit limit some do not know or remember it ") 

Re claim 15: Official Notice discloses: 

Credit limit is unknown to hold of financial account (the examiner claim Official Notice it 
is well known to one of ordinary skill in art at the time of the invention that "most customer 
know their credit limit some do not know or remember it ") 

Re claim 16: Demoff discloses: 

Financial account is a credit card (see Demoff Column 1, line 57) 
Re claim 17: Demoff discloses: 

Declining the potential transaction if the potential transaction + outstanding balance > 
credit limit tiy a predetermined amount (see Demoff Figure 8, Item 306) 
Re claim 18: Official Notice discloses: 

Adjusting the merchant credit risk based on a time of day the of transaction (see Official 
Notice, "credit fraud shut-off business practice ") 
Re claim 19: Official Notice discloses: 

Adjusting the merchant credit risk based on the medium in which the customer is making 
the transaction (see Official Notice, "credit fraud shut-off business practice ") 
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Re claim 20: Official Notice discloses: 

Adjusting the merchant credit risk based on the account history of the customer making 
the transaction (see Official Notice, (i credit fraud shut-off business practice") 
Re Claims 21-40 & 41-60 

Claims 1-20 are similar claims 21-40 & 41-60. It would be obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art that these claim have similar limitation. Therefore, claims 21-40 & 41-60 are 
rejected based on the information provided regarding claims 1-20. 

Claim 61 is similar claim 1. 

Claim 62 is similar claim 7. 

Claim 63 is similar claim 1. 

Claim 64 is similar claim 7. 

Claim 65 is similar claim 1 . 

Claim 66 is similar claim 7. 

It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that these claim have similar 
limitation. Therefore, claims 61-66 are rejected based on the information provided regarding 
claims 1 & 7. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Cahill et al., U.S. Patent No 6,535,855, discloses push-banking system. 

Contact Information 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kirsten S. Apple whose telephone number is 571 .272.5588. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 7:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sam Sough can be reached on 571.272.6799. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-272-6126. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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